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1 . Claims 1-15 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hartsell 
et -al. (hereinafter Hartsell), US 2002/0174227. 

5. As per claim 1 , Hartsell teaches a method to provide incentives for client 
machines to contribute resources to a peer-to-peer computer network, comprising the 
steps of: 

receiving requests for information from a plurality of client machines (Page 20, 
paragraph [0189]); 

determining if the client machines are contributing resources to peer-to-peer 
sharing (Page 15, paragraph [0136]; Page 20, paragraphs [0184], [0190]; Page 22, 
paragraph [0199]); and 
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sending the requested information to the client machines, wherein priority is 
given to requests from clients which are contributing resources to peer-to-peer sharing 
(Page 15, paragraph [0136]; Page 20, paragraphs [0184], Page 21, paragraph [0194]). 

6. As per claim 2, Hartsell teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein: 

the step of giving priority to client machines which contribute resources to peer- 
to-peer sharing further comprises giving higher priority in proportion to the level of 
resources contributed (Page15, paragraph [0136]; Page 20, paragraph [0184]; Page 22, 
paragraph [0199]). 

7. As per claim 3, Hartsell teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the resources 
client machines may contribute to peer-to-peer sharing comprise: 

disk space (Page 16, paragraph [0145]); 

bandwidth (Page 10, paragraph [0095]); 

CPU resources (Page 4, paragraph [0045]); 

memory (Page 5, paragraph [0055]); and 

specified number of connected users (Page 10, paragraph [0095]). 

8. As per claim 4, Hartsell teaches a method for accessing information in a peer-to- 
peer computer network, comprising the steps of: 

contributing computer resources to peer-to-peer sharing technology (Page 4, 
paragraph [0045]; Page 15, paragraph [0136]); 

requesting information from a network server, wherein the request if given priority 
in proportion to the level of resources contributed to peer-to-peer sharing (Page 27, 
paragraph [0236]; Page 15, paragraph [0136]); and 



Application/Control Number: 09/888,472 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2154 

receiving the requested information (Page 26, paragraph [0234]). 

9. Claims 5, 8, 10, 13 and 15 do not teach or define any new limitations above claim 3 
and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

10. As per claim 6, Hartsell teaches a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for use in a data processing system, to provide incentives for client 
machines to contribute resources to a peer-to-peer computer network, the computer 
program product comprising: 

instructions for receiving requests for information from a plurality of client machines 
(Page 29, paragraph [0252]); 

instructions for determining if the client machines are contributing resources to 
peer-to-peer sharing (Page 29, paragraphs [0248], [0249]); and 

instructions for sending the requested information to the client machines, wherein 
priority is given to requests from clients which are contributing resources to peer-to-peer 
sharing (Page 29, paragraphs [0249], [0250]). 

11. As per claim 7, Hartsell teaches the computer program product according to claim 6, 
wherein: 

the instructions for giving priority to client machines which contribute resources to 
peer-to-peer sharing further comprise instructions for giving higher priority in proportion to 
the level of resources contributed (Page 29, paragraphs [0249], [0250]; Page 30, 
paragraph [0258]). 
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12. As per claim 9, Hartsell teaches a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for use in a data processing system, for accessing information in a peer- 
to-peer computer network, comprising: 

instructions for contributing computer resources to peer-to-peer sharing technology 
(Page 29, paragraph [0251]); 

instructions for requesting information from a network server, wherein the request is 
given priority in proportion to the level of resources contributed to peer-to-peer sharing 
(Page 29, paragraph [0250]); and 

instructions for receiving the requested information (Page 29, paragraph [0250]; 
Page 30, paragraph [0272]). 

13. As per claim 1 1 , Hartsell teaches a system to provide incentives for client machines 
to contribute resources to a peer-to-peer computer network, comprising: 

a receiving component which receives requests for information from a plurality of 
client machines (Page 4, paragraph [0047]); Page 8, paragraph [0076]; 

a processing component which determines if the client machines are contributing 
resources to peer-to-peer sharing (Page 5, paragraph [0053]; Page 15, paragraph [0136]; 
Page 20, paragraphs [0184], [0190]); 

a register which maintains a queue, wherein priority is given to requests from 
clients which are contributing resources to peer-to-peer sharing (Page 8, paragraph 
[0077]; Page 10, paragraph [0092]); and 

a communications component which sends the requested information to the client 
machines (Page 5, paragraph [0051]; Page 6, paragraph [0063]). 
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14. As per claim 12, Hartsell teaches the system of claim 1 1 , wherein: 

the register which maintains the queue further comprises a second queue for 
requests from clients which contribute resources, wherein higher priority is given in 
proportion to the level of resources contributed (Page 8, paragraph [0077]; Page 10, 
paragraph [0092]; Page 11, paragraph [0102]). 

15. As per claim 14, Hartsell teaches a system for accessing information in a peer-to- 
peer computer network, comprising: 

a peer-to-peer sharing component which contributes computer resources to peer- 
to-peer sharing technology (Page 4, paragraph [0045]; Page 15, paragraph [0136]; 

a communications component which requests information from a network server, 
wherein the request is given priority in proportion to the level of resources contributed to 
peer-to-peer sharing (Page 5, paragraph [0051]; Page 6, paragraph [0063]; Page 15, 
paragraph [0136]; Page 27, paragraph [0236]); and 

a receiving component which receives the requested information (Page 26, 
paragraph [0234]; 

16. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/29/04 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

1 7. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1 ) Hartsell does not teach or suggest 
determining if the client machines are contributing resources to peer-to-peer sharing. 
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18. As to point (1 ), as stated from previous Office action, Hartsell discloses the 
limitation of determining if the client machines are contributing resources (Paragraphs 
[0184], "...to deterministically manage information. For example, requests for 
information delivery may be rejected or queued based on availability of necessary 
system or subsystem resources, and/or necessary resources may be allocated or 
reserved in advance on handling a particular information request, e.g., as part of an 
end-to-end resource reservation scheme."; Paragraph [0199], "...allowable time frame 
for delivery of content based on one or more parameter including... resource 
availability..."). Furthermore, Hartsell discloses the limitation of client machines in a 
peer-to-peer environment (Paragraph [0136]). 

19. As per remarks, Applicant's argued that (2) Hartsell does not teach or suggest 
sending the requested information to the client machines, wherein priority is given to 
request from clients which are contributing resources to peer-to-peer sharing. 

20. As to point (2), Hartsell discloses sending the requested information to the client 
machines, wherein priority is given to requests from clients which are contributing 
resources (Paragraphs [0184], "...to deterministically manage information. For 
example, requests for information delivery may be rejected or queued based on 
availability of necessary system or subsystem resources, and/or necessary resources 
may be allocated or reserved in advance on handling a particular information request, 
e.g., as part of an end-to-end resource reservation scheme."; Paragraph [0304], 
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"...priority-indicative class/service identification parameters may be assigned to indicate 
the priority of service that a client is to receive, and a system may be provided with 
policies in step to prioritize and manage incoming and/or outgoing data and 
communication traffic flow through the system based on... associated with a particular 
request, and disposal of such a request based on the availability of system 
resources..."). Furthermore, Hartsell discloses the limitation of client machines in a 
peer-to-peer environment (Paragraph [0136]). 

21 . As per remarks, Applicant's argued that (3) Hartsell does not teach or suggest 
requesting information, wherein the request is given priority in proportion to the level of 
resources contributed to peer-to-peer sharing. 

22. As to point (3), Hartsell discloses requesting information, wherein the request is 
given priority in proportion to the level of resources contributed (Paragraph [0236], 
"...deterministically manage information based... with a particular request for information 
such as a request for content or request for an information service. Examples of such 
parameters include, priority level... anticipated resources required to process the 
request, etc. ...these deterministic features may be implemented ...in the provisioning 
of resources and/or prioritization of resources for the processing of particular 
requests..."; Paragraphs [0304-0305]; Claims 75 & 77). Furthermore, Hartsell discloses 
the limitation of client machines in a peer-to-peer environment (Paragraph [0136]). 
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23. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Martin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3970. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 a.m. - 5:30 
p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-3970. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Nicholas Martin 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2154 
March 21, 2005 
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